OQUTREACH MEETING DISCUSSION SUMMARY

MEETING DATE FEBRUARY 4, 2011

County Staff in attendance: Gary Hessong, Division Director

Bryon Mitchell, Manager, Office of Life Safety
Sharon Goetz, Manager of Permitting Services
Larry Willard, Chief Plumbing Inspector

David Doyle, Chief Building Inspector

James R. {Bob) Ensor, Chief Electrical inspector
John Picco, Chief, Plan Review '
Dave Crable, Project Manager

Lisa Orr, Program Coordinator, Office of Environmental Sustainability
Pam Mouiton, Customer Service Supervisor
Emily Roche, Administrative Specialist

Agenda items discussed:

» Green Building Update

o}

Lisa Orr, Program Coordinator for the Frederick County Office of Environmental
Sustainability, announced that on February 16, 2011, John Gibson and Justin
Wiley will present an overview of the ICC and the International Green '
Construction Code, International Energy Code and National Residential Green
Building Standard to the Sustainability Commission. This walk-in training will take
place at 3pm on the 3" floor in Winchester Hall.
Free webinar is available at USGBC on Green Building Codes 101: Navigating the
Standards, Cades and Rating the Systems: visit www.usghc.org/webinars to sign
up.
Office of Environmental Sustainability launched “The Green Homes Challenge”
on January 18", Office of Environmental Sustainability has received an outpour
of interest. If you are interested in participating in “The Green Homes
Challenge”; you may email GreenHomes@FrederickCountyMD.gov.
Lisa presented her findings on Green Building & Affordable Housing. (handout
attached)
Maryland Home Energy Loan:

» js a low-cost, unsecured loan: $2,500 to $20,000

= 6.99% fixed rate

= up to 10 years to repay

= projects include: Improving insuiation, sealing air ducts, Installing ENERGY

STAR- rated heating and air-conditioning equipment, plugging air gaps,
weatherization
®  Required Home Energy Audit & approved contractor
= |oan is through MEA/ Maryland Clean Energy Center




Alleghany Power offers free walk-through and subsidized comprehensive home
audits.

ENERGY STAR Home Energy Cost Calculator is available at www.hes.lbl.gov
HUD on-line Rehabilitation Advisor is also available at
www.rehabadvisor.pathnet.org/index.asp

> Expedited Commercial Permit Process

o

O

O

Beginning February 3, 2011 Permits & Inspections began expediting walk-
through permits for tenant occupancy and tenant fit-out permits. This new
process will benefit the building owners, contractors and perspective tenants by

allowing an expedited review and approval process, as well as lower permit
costs.

Eligibility Guidelines:

% The proposed use is listed in the Use Table of the Zoning Ordinance or it
is determined by the Zoning Administrator that the proposed use is
permitted due to its similarity to a particular use permitted within the
zoning district.

*  Does not involve a change in use that is not allowed by the Zoning
Ordinance.

= Does not result in an increase in density or intensity of the site that
would require APFO testing.

¥ Does not propose or require any change exterior to the tenant space,
unit or suite including changes to the required parking

2 Does not add any additional plumbing fixture units

# Does not have any outstanding violations or pending “special
exemptions” attached to the tenant space, unit or suite requesting
alteration or occupancy that would require prerequisite conditions being
met before permit issuance.

= Does not change the International Building Code {IBC) occupancy
classification.

® |5 not located within a municipality unless a particular municipality
chooses to participate. (this will be case by case)

If the Use is unclear in order to expedite the permit contact the Zoning
Administrator prior to application for a pre-determination.

Permits & Inspections expects to process 3-5 expedited Commercial permits a
week.

Zoning Ordinance still requires a Site Plan for certain External Changes- this will
not change.

This process will be revisited in 30 days to make any necessary changes.

> Proposed Plumbing Code amendments regarding residential replacement dishwashers, garbage

disposals, and water heaters




The changes proposed to the Plumbing Code will go to Public Hearing on March 1,
2011

First exemption: no permit will be required to replace certain plumbing appliances
or fixtures with similar “like-kind” appliances or fixtures. Only applied to owner-
occupied residence or related accessory structure and the replacement can be
made by either the property owner or license master plumber.

Second exemption: applies to the replacement of electric water heater in an
owner-occupied residence or accessory structure, but only if the replacement is
performed by a master plumber. ,

The Ordinance does NOT exempt replacement of a gas water heater from the
permit and inspection requirements.

All work that involves gas will need to be permitted and done by a master
plumber- this will not change,

DPDR contacted about 15 counties to determine permit requirements for these
items and our research concluded about half of the counties contacted did require
a permit of some sort. In regards to Water Heaters, out of the 15 Counties
contacted only 2 did not require a permit- Alleghany and Queen Anne’s County
did not.

Currently the cost is $65.00- the cost will decrease. But the exact cost has not yet
been determined.

> Proposed Stormwater Management Ordinance Amendments

o}

Q

The amendments that are proposed will go to Public Hearing on March 1, 2011. if
approved the amendments will become effective 10 days after hearing.
DPDR is proposing a change from a 3 plan submittal process to a 1 plan submittal

-process; which will allow a savings to the applicant in both design costs as well as

development review fees.

In addition to the monetary savings- this proposal will take about 3 months off of
the submittal time. :

Staff will be reviewing all fees and agencies in relation to permits to make sure
there is a need for each fee and agency approval/ inspection.

Since Stormwater Management is mandated by the State, DPDR had to get the
State’s approval before proceeding with this amendment.

The proposed amendment will simplify this process.

> Business Friendly Environment: Issues & Opportunities Action ltems

O

O

O

DPDR is working with Frederick County Builders Association {FCBA) President,
Steve Seawright, the Chamber of Commerce, Economic and Community
Development, and others to compound a list of suggestions, comments and
recommendations that will make Frederick County more business friendly.
About 200 suggestions have been received to date. DPDR will review every
suggestion.

Please contact Gary Hessong directly @ GHessong@FrederickCountyMD.gov or
FCBA with any suggestions you may have.




» Soliciting input regarding the Permit Status Inquiry website through February 11™, we
welcome your comments and suggestions!

o We recognize that the Permit ingquiry website needs improvement so that the
applicants can better understand their permit status and review comments. We
are requesting feedback from the users of the Permit Status Inquiry website so
that we may contact the outside source to get a quote on making the necessary
changes to make this site more “user friendly”.

o Please email Sharon Goetz at: SGoetz@FrederickCountyMD.gov with your
suggestions for improving this service.

> Open discussion of other topics

o A contractor mentioned the possibility of Frederick County offering an incentive
if a builder met a certain HERS rating (Home Energy Rating System}. DPDR
determined that Frederick County is not at this point yet.

o Third party certifications- currently we do not accept third party certifications,
unless required by the Department, however, if the builder is exceeding our
minimum reguirements it should not be a problem to do so. The Building
Inspector will stifl need to look at the structure and the certification would need
to be done by a third party- not the instalier.

Please note: This ends the published discussion summary, which may not include all discussion
that occurred. It is not intended to be actual minutes of the meeting.

outreach meeting discussion summary February 2011/emr



PERMITTING AND DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DIVISION
FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND
Department of Permits and Inspections

30 North Market Street o Frederick, Maryland 21701
Phone (301) 660-2313 e Fax (301) 600-2309

PERMITTING OUTREACH MEETING

NUMBER 31
February 4, 2611 @ 9:00am
DPDR Meeting Room, Lower Level
306 North Market Street

AGENDA
. Introductions
Il. . Green Building Update - Lisa Orr, Frederick County Office of Environmental Sustainébiiity
111 Expedited Commercial Permit Process

IV.  Proposed Plumbing Code amendments regarding residential replacement dishwashers, garbage
disposals, and water heaters

V.  Proposed Stormwater Management Ordinance Amendments
VL. Business Friendly Environment: Issues & Opportunities Action Items

VIL.  Soliciting input regarding the Permit Status Inquiry website through February 11% We welcome
your comments and suggestions!

VIII.  Open discussion of other topics

To propose topics of discussion for future Permitting Outreach Meetings, contact Sharon

Goetz at SGoetz@FrederickCountyM D.gov.

MARK YOUR CALENDAR NOW
Future Meeting Dates for 2011:
May 6
August 12
November 4
All Permitting Outreach meetings begin at 9:00a.m.
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PERMITTING AND DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DIVISION
FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND
Department of Permits and Inspections

30 North Market Street e Frederick, Maryland 21701
Phone (301) 600-2313 o Fax {301) 600-2309

Fxpedifed Commercial Permit Process

February 3, 2011 =

As part of the Board of County Commissioners cQ Hittaent to assist businesses and in
accordance with their strategic plan goals and objectivé unty has initiated an expedited
permati:mg process for (1) commercml mteuor alt é}ztma‘ fit-out projects and (2}

process that is designed to allow appllcants k1
developed to assist those el1g:tble DL
you wait visit”. The process is avai
3:00 p.m. to any applicant whose proj

Eligibility guidelines:

YYyY VYV VY

iding violations or pendmg “special exceptions™ attached to the |
e requesting alteration or occupancy that would require

: g met before permit issuance.

Does not change the International Building Code (IBC) occupancy classification.

Is not located within a municipality unless a particalar municipalify chooses to
participate, Confirmation and coordination on a case by case basis will be necessary.

WY

Nofes:

(1) If the proposed use is not listed in the Use Table of the Zoning Ordinance, it is
recommended that the Applicant obtain prior verification from the Zoning Administrator
that the proposed use is permilted within the specific zoning district.




(2) If there is any question relating to a potentiol increase in density or intensily of the site
or in regards to an APFO impact, it is recommended that the Applicant obtain prior
verification from the County Traffic Engineer.

(3) If the commercial interior alferation or cccupancy has a complex design or requires
structural modifications, it may require a more extensive review. These projects may not
be eligible to be expedited and will be processed through the regular commercial plan
review process. : . -

(4) If the proposed use involves food service lo the general public, an additional separate
review process will be required by the Frederick County Heolth Department (FCHID) —
Environmental Health Services. :

Submittal requirements:

1. An original notarized letter of consent fio
appropriate reference to proposed plans
oWner.

2. Print out of Maryland Assessments Regl
the following link for this information ( :

3. A copy of a site plan, plot plan or sketch pl
conditions. - ,

4. Completed Building Permit A

owner, with current date and
Titor occupancy is not for the

o
Gopics of'C
chifeciZBngineer. Signed and sealed plans

5 S
: Gsed, provi ?@@rse (3) copies of the floor plan of the tenant
Include # gketch thafishows the building layout with the location of the tenant

dicated, as

tas the ‘ogtupancy of surrounding tenant spaces of the building in

7. ithin an incorporated Town, papelwotk is needed from the
e and occupancy (zoning) requested. Contact the Town for
8. Payment of fees. or cash is accepted. Checks should be made out to the Treasurer
of Frederick County™
Process:

1. Customer Infake; A Customer Service Technician will review the submittal
requirements with the Applicant to make sure everything that is required is being
provided. The Technician will assist the Applicant in obtaining any missing information
when possible. The Technician wiil also provide coordination to ensure staff is available
to expedite the review and processing,




2. Application: A Permit Technician will review the completed pecmit application, process
the permit data, calculate the fees, generate an invoice and issue the “walk-through”
paperwork to the Applicant. The Technician will work with the Applicant to clarify and

complete any paperwork as needed. The fees will be paid at the Treasurer’s Office,
located in the same building,

3, Zoning Review: Applicant will proceed to the Zoning Planner to obtain zoning approval
for the use that is proposed. If any outstanding violations or special exceptions are
identified or if any additional information is needed, the application may not be eligible
to proceed as a walk-through application, unless conditions of approval can be poted.

4. Plan Review: A Building Plans Examiner will re¥
code compliance with both the building code
are not significant, the plans will be releaged:s
noted on the plans. Any significant n
require the application to be processed

he submitted plans to evaluate
fg, safety code. If plan revisions

and a Iumted amount of ﬁee parkmg is available to the rear of the

]

building,

Who may apply for the perintit?

s The property owner, licensed contractor, design professional, or the owner’s agent. An
owner’s agent other than a licensed contractor or design professional must submit a
notarized affidavit from the property owner authorizing him or her to apply for the
building permit. Permits may be applied for by the tenant or tenant’s agent when
accompanied by a notarized letter of consent from the property owner, with current date
and appropriate reference to proposed plans.




What are the fees?

e Commercial occupancies that do not involve construction

o Filingfee $ 28.00
o Life Safety fee $114.00
o Zoning fee ' $ 52.00
o Automation Enhancement fee 10

TFotal application fee:

o Commercial inferior ajterations

o Filing fee
Building Review & Insp ectio
Life Safety Review & Inspeciion:
Zoning Review fee

o O C O

i day mspe Bgns if the request is received by 2:00 pm. On
i nspecnon is needed. Piease refer o the

*““_ ed for comphance. We offer next day inspections if the
.m. on the business day prior to the date when the inspection

the minimum occlps aticy requirements have been met. Please refer to the following link

that identifies the typical items that will be checked and verified during this inspection:
(hito:/fwvww. Frederickcountymd. gov/Document View.aspx?DID=18465 )




What is needed for occupancy?

o Upon con’ipletion of the inspection process, a Certificate of Oceupancy will be issued,
usually within 24 hours. Receipt of this document concludes the process and allows for
legal occupancy of the space.

Other belpful contact information:

> Food Service. When food service is involved, contact Environmental Health Services
Food Control Office at 301-600-2542 for additional ‘ements and inspections to be
obtained. Visit their webpage at: )
http:/fwww.FrederickCountyMD.gov/index.asp!

phone 301-600-1976.

¥ Lignor License.

webpage: http://www.Fredé
2984,

&

%.asp?NID=1291 or phone 301-600-




COMMISSIONERS

Blaine R, Young
President

C. Paul Smith
Vice President

Billy Shreve
David P, Gray

Kirby Delauter

COUNTY MANAGER
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CHARACTER COUMNTS!
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PERMITTING AND DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DIVISION

FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND

Office of the Division Director
30 North Market Street » Frederick, Maryland 21701
361-600-1172 e FAX: 301-600-3464 @ TTY: Use Maryland Relay Service
wwrw. FrederickCountyMI. gov

MEMORANDUM
TO: Board of County Commissioners (“BQCC)
FROM: Gary Hessong, Director, DFDR } /i
DATE: January 27, 2011 (for February 3, 2011 BOCC Meeting)
RE: Ordinance to Amend the Frederick County Plumbing Code

ISSUE: Should the BOCC direct staff to take the attached Ordinance, which
amends the Frederick County Plumbing Code (Chapter 1-14), fo public hearing?

BACKGROUND:  Frederick County has adopted the latest edition of the
International Code Council’s (ICC) International Plumbing Code, 2009 edition,
with certain local amendments. The County has the authority to make amendments
and specifically may exempt certain work from the requirement to obtain a permit
or an inspection. '

DISCUSSION: Yrederick County Code § 1-14-90.1 (A) exempis certain work
from the requirement to obtain a plumbing permit and therefore an inspection as
well. The scope of what is exempt generally relates to roufine repair and
maintenance. It has been the practice of DPDR fo not require permits or
inspections for certain replacements such as washing machines or water closets
(toilets). However, permits have been required for other replacements such as
gatbage disposals and dishwashers. '

The attached draft ordinance proposes additional exemptions from the Plumbing
Code’s permit and inspection requirements, The first is an exemption for
replacement of certain plumbing appliances or fixtures with similar “like-kind”
appliances or fiztures, i.e., with the same mechanical or electrical ratings as those
being replaced. This exemption applies only to an owner-occupied residence or
related accessory structure, and allows the replacement to be made either by the
owner or a licensed master plumber.

The second exemption applies to replacement of eleciric water heafers in an
owner-occupied residence or accessory structure, but only if the replacement is
performed by a master phunber, As drafted, the Ordinance does not exempt
replacement of agas water heater from the permit and inspection requirements.




Even when work is exempt from the permit requirement, the Plumbing Code
requires, per §1-14-90.1(B), that the exemption “shall not be deemed fo grant
authorization for any work to be done in violation of the provisions of this code or
any other applicable laws or ordinances.”

The attached draft Ordinance provides for the following:

o Tt allows a homeowmer to replace a dishwasher and other specified
plumbing appHances (but not a water heater) in. an owner-occupied
residence without having fo get a plurabing permit or inspection, or fo
hire a licensed master plumber,

e Tf an electric water heater is being replaced, a licensed master plumber
raust do this work, but a permit and an inspection are not required. Ifa
gas water heater is being replaced, then fhe permit and inspection
requirements apply.

o The ordinance allows a homeowser to hire a licensed master plumber to
do any of this work, but does not require a permit or inspection for the
specified appliances and fixtutes, including electric water heaters.

s It protects all other licensing requirements. Unlicensed persons (other
than the homeowner, with the exception of a water heater) may not
replace these appliances ox fixtures.

e These exemptions apply only when these fixtures or appliances are
being replaced, not for initial or new installs.

‘e The exemptions apply only to replacements with like kind appliances or
fixtures — the exemptions do not apply if the replacement has a higher
rating, because a higher demand appliance will generally require an
electrical upgrade or additional plumbing work.

. RECOMMENDATION: That the BOCC decide whether to direct staff to take
the attached draft ordinance to public hearing,

ce: Larry Willard, Chief Plumbing Inspector
Sharon Goetz, Manager of Permitting Services




THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THIS ORDINANCE IS , 2011

ORDINANCE NO.

Re: Amendments to the Frederick County Plumbing Code (Chapter 1-14)

WHEREAS, under Section 3(s} of Article 25 of the Annotated Code of Maryland, the
Board of County Commissioners of Frederick County, Maryland, is authorized to adopt a
plumbing code and to incorporate by reference a plumbing code promulgated by any trade or
professional association; and i,

WHEREAS, as of July 1, 2010, the Board of Cq ozﬁmissioners adopted the latest
edmon of the International Code Councﬁ’s (ICC) Ini THa op‘ai Plumbing Code, 2009 Edition,

of certain remdentzai appliances from the per
conditions; and

BOARD OF
' MARYLAND, that the revisions

that if any concealed trap, drainpipe, water, soil, waste or vent pipe becomes defective and it
becomes necessary to remove and replace the same with new material, such work shall be
considered new work which is not exempt, and a permit shall be obtained and inspection made as
provided in this chapter.

' CAPITALS AND/OR UNDERLINING INDICATE MATTER ADDED TO EXISTING LAW,
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PERMITTING AND DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DIVISION
FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND

Department of Development Review
30 North Market Street ¢ Frederick, Maryland 21701
301-600-1134 o FAX: 301-600-1645 ¢ TTY: Use Maryland Relay Service
www.FrederickCountyMD.gov

To: Board of County Commissioners

Through: Gary W. Hessong, Director, DPDPR ‘ ’
From: Elisabeth Smith, Deputy Director, DPDR,

Subject: Stormwater Management Ordinance Amendments
Dafe: January 26, 2011

Issuer

Should the Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) adopt changee to the stormwater

management regulations and to the fee resolution to aliow combined stormwater management
applications for certain project types?

Background:

As = result of the Stormwater Management Act of 2007 (the Act), significant changes were made
to both the Code of Maryland Regulations (COMAR -~ Maryland’s administrative regulations)
and to the Frederick Couniy Code as they relate to stormwater management requirements.

These changes include:

2

Design Philosophy changes- Environmental Site Design (ESD) to the Maximum Extent
Practicable (MEP). This philosophy requires the stormwater management requirements to be
considered early on in the development process, in an effort to minimize impacts 1o the land,
and treat stormwater at the source (new impervious areas) rather than in the traditional
regional ponds st the low spot of the property being developed.

Process Changes- The Act requires that ... a comprehensive process for approving grading
and sediment control plans and stormwater plans shall be established,” The revisions to
COMAR and subsequently to the Frederick County Code were written to require a 3 phase
plan approval process. The model ordinance from MDE noted that the purpose of this 3 phase
process was to help evaluate cumulative impacts from land development. The 3 phases are:

o Concept plan - General mapping of existing environmental features . (floodplain,
wetlands, steep slopes, topography, efc.), anticipated location of impervious areas
(areas of development), and preliminary estimates of required ESD practices. This
plan is generally required prior to or concwrent with the first plan of development
{Site plan, pretiminary plan, preliminary/final plat).



o Development plan - Final site development layout, final drainage areas, points of
discharge from. the site, proposed erosion and sediment conirol measures, ESD volume

computations. This plan is generally required to be approved condurrent with the site plan
or preliminary plan.

o Final SWM Construction plans (improvement plans - 1P’s) - These plans remain primarily
. unchanged, only SWM issues were addressed with the development plan. These plans
“include other improvements as well, including paving, water and sewer and other utilities,
landscaping, easement locations, additional structural swm measures if site could not be
treated by ESD’s exclusively.

The Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE) noted in their draft ordinance that the
phased plan submittal process should help with evaluation of the curmnulative impacts from land

development. However adjustments may be appropriate to accommaodate certain types of
projects.

o Grandfathering (Administrative Walvers) - The original legislation did not include. any
grandfathering provisions. As a resnlt of emergency legislation, fairly parrow grandfathering
provisions were allowed. These provisions include certain definitions of prior approvals that were
required for a project “preliminary project approval” to allow a project be considered eligible.
During the public hearing process, concerns were raised regarding the County’s interpretation of
this definition of “preliminary project approval® primarily as if related to the grandfathering of
those improvements required for minor subdivision approvals, such as road layback grading,
common driveway improvements and possibly single family home construction.

Ordinance 10-06-541 was adopted on May 20, 2010 which outlined all these required changes, and
included very specific Grandfathering Provisions and some allowance for combined plan types (See
Section 1-15.2-5.1(B)). In addition, a resolution to change DPDR’s Fee Schedule to incorporate new fees
for these 3 new plan types was adopted, with an effective date of July 1, 2010,

Since the adoption of the new SWM regulations in May 2010, one unanticipated consequence of the lack
of grandfathering for improvements associated with the development of minor subdivisions has come up.
Although the actual physical stormwater management requirements in the field have not significantly
changed, the three phase plan process has ceused significant cost and delay to these projects. The
combined plan types already allowed under Chapter 1-15.2, which do not take info consideration combined
fees, have been found inadequate to address this substantial cost and time delay. In misny cases, the cost to
prepare the required 2 or 3 plans, and the 3 sets of fees associated with the review of those plans, has
exceeded the actual cost of construction of the necessary improvements.

Therefore, staff is proposing Code changes to allow additional combined application types and a resolution
to change the DPDR Fee Schedule to allow these applicants fo realize both a savings in design cokts as
well a3 development review fees, by only having to prepare and submit 1 plan and pay 1 set of fees. Staif
is also proposing related fee reductions for other types of SWM applications.



Surmreary: ' _ .

IN order to demonstrate the savings in time and review costs, a comparison of a typical project which
inclades 3 sheets reviewed by Development Review Engineering and 2 sheets reviewed by Water and
Sewer is presented.

Current Process Proposed Process
(3 plans must be reviewed): ) (only 1 plan must be reviewed)
SWM Concept Plan Combined SWM Concept/SWM Development
Total review time 45 days Final IP* plan
Review Fees
Engineering $849 Total Review Time 2.3 months
Planniny $219 Review Fees
Total review Fee $1068 Engineering A $475/shest
Planning 8100
SWM Development Plan Life Safety $200
Total Review Time 2 months Health Dep't 375
Review Fees Water and Sewer $325/sheet
Engineering $411/sheet Total review fee $2450
Planning $219
Health Depart. 875
Total review Fee $1527
Final Improvement Plan
Total Review time 2 months
Engineering $219/sheet
. Planning $219
Life Safety $200
Health Dep’t $75
Water and Sewer $325/sheet

Total Review Fee $1801

Total Review Time-  5-6 months
Total Review Fee $4396

The total savings in time will be 3 months, while the total savings in DPDR review costs will be
$1946 '

*Final Improvement plans (and therefore combined plans) are submitted directly to the Frederick and
Catoctin Seil Conservation District, '

Recommendation:

That the Board or County Commissions direct staff to take the proposed ordinance and related fee changes
to public hearing.



THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THIS RESOLUTION IS : , 2011

RESOLUTION NQO.

Re: Adjustment of Stormwater Management Fees Collected by the
Division of Permitting and Development Review

WHEREAS, by Ordinémce No. 06-17-413 (May 18, 2006), the Board of County Commissioneits
of Fredemck County (BOCC) established a fes schedule for the Division of Permiiting and
Developmem Review (DPDR), and

Commissioners”, and

WHEREAS, on

v VL Ednce
® Engingé‘éy}ing £400.006/plan sheet
® Planning $100.60 flat rate
2. Combined SWM Concept/SWHE develﬂpm ent and Improvement Plan
® Enmneermg $475.00/ plan sheet
® Planning $160.00 {laf rate

! A dditions to the Fee Schedule are shown in bold and underlined. Deletions are shown as strifee-through:



AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT certain re}ated apphcatlon fees in the DPDR

Fee Schedule are amended as shown below?’:

L SWM Concept Plan (as required by 2007 SWM Regulations)

® Engineering - $849.00750.08 flat rate
2 Planning $219.00

J. SWM Development Plan (as required by 2007 SWM Regulahons)

® Engmeermg : $475375.00/ plan sheet
® Planning $219:003100.00 flat rate
K. Improvement Plans

1. Projects prior to 2007 SWM regulations

@ Engineering $411-006375.00/ plan sheet
e Planning $219:06100.00 flat rate

2. Projects as required by 2007 SWM Regulations)

® Engineering $249208.00/ plan sheet
& Plasning ‘ : $A10.00-Hat ke

P e vy = A=y

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT 'this Resolution shall be effective on

, 2011, and shall apply to combined stormwater plan applications received on or after
the effective date.

The undersigned hereby certify that this Resolution was approved and adopted on this ___
day of ,2011. o

ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND

Barry L. Stanton, County Manager Blaine R. Young, President

® Additions to the Fee Schedule are shown in beld and underlined. Delefions are shown as steike-threugh.




THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THIS ORDINANCE IS , 2011

ORDINANCE NO.

Re: An Ordinance fo Revise a Portion of Chapter 1-15.2, entitied "Stormwater
Management,” of the Frederick County Code to Allow Combined Stormwater
Management Plans in Certain Circumstances

BACKGROUND

Wwater Management Act of 2007
(the “Act™), which became effective on October 1, 208 ¢ Act implemented significant

changes to environmental laws related to stormwates ;

On May 4, 2010, the Frederick County Boardig! i
Ordinance No. 10-06-541, which repealed and replgts . derick County

)

Frederick County Code is hgreby revised as shown below:*

! CAPITALS AND/OR UNDERLINING INDICATE MATTER ADDED TO EXISTING LAW.
Stiike-throush indicates matter deleted from existing law.



§1-15.2-5.1. STORMWATER MANAGEMENT PLANS.

(A) Prior to any subdivision or development activity, the developer shall submit SWM
plans for review and approval. Plan review shall be a three-step process, including:

(1) A SWM concept plan;
(2} A SWM development plan; and

(3) A final SWM plan, including a final erosion and sediment control plan.

(B) COMBINED PLAN APPIICATIONS.

s development

Directo a;ﬁw DIRECTOR MAY
OR MACTS INGEEDING BUT NOT
B)(2)._TO SGEMIT COMBIN

(2) PROJECT THHES THA MAY BE

TWE BUJ ARENOT

APPLICATIONS INCL

pPlat applications proposing NO MORE
Hidayback, frontage improvements, utility work,

(d) MINOR BUE BDING ADDITIONS DISTURBING LESS THAN 1 ACRE OF
TOTAL AREA;

(¢) UTILITY PROJECTS WHICH DO NOT PROPOSE ANY ADDITIONAL
IMPERVIOUS AREA,




(H) Certain redevelopment projects WHERE en-which-the-property-has-beesn
previeushgraded-or-developedsand-the SWM concept plan requirement to identify natural
resources could be combined with the SWM development plan requirements;

3)(2) Residential projects consisting of 1 lot and disturbing less than 1 acre of total
area;, and

() Projects designated as fast track projects, based on criteria approved by the Board
of County Commnissioners.

(C)  Approval of a SWM concept plan, a SWM develg \@,‘;
under this chapter shall not relieve the developer from thefeil
applicable requirements for development.

(D) Plans and designs for stormwater manggeigs ed, signed and sealed by
a registered professional. .

(B) If a stormwater BMP requires either &
approval from the Tocal SCD, the Di

35

professional engineer licensed int the:

Fiait from MI
‘design be prepazed

ATTEST: S0 ' _ BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
O * OF FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND

By:
Barry L. Stanton Blaine R. Young
County Manager _ President

(SEAL)




PERMITTING AND DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DIVISION
- FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND
Department of Development Review

30 North Market Street, 3rd Floor ¢ Frederick, Maryland 21701
Phone (301) 600-1134 « Fax (301) 600-1645

Addendum to Stormwater Management Amendments (Fee Summary)

Please find below a comparison of the required fees for several typical projects, which would
fall under the allowed combined plan types listed in the proposed revision to §1-15.2-5.1.(B)(1).
Soil Conservation District review fees were not included in this comparison, because all
improvement plan applications are processed directly by the District and DPDR is not famifiar
with their fee structure. In addition, since the District establishes their own fees, these fees will
remain unchanged.

1. Common Driveway/Road Layback Grading Plan
This assumes the project is located in an area with no public water and sewer, fronting on a
county road. The assumption is that the plan set is 2 sheets. The review of this application
includes; processing pians (infake, comment letters, routing to other agencies), fechnical
plan review {(generally 2- 3 reviews prior to signatures), easement document review and
recordation, cost estimate reviews, and as buili drawing reviews following construction.

Current Fees (based on fee resolution approved 7/1/10 and current Plan
requirements per the Frederick County Code):

Stormwater Management Congcept Plan:
Engineering: $849
Planning: $219

Total Fee  $1068

Stormwater Management Development Plan:

Engineering $822 (2 sheets at $411/sheef)
Planning $411
Health Dep't $75

Total Fee  $1308

Improvement Plan

Engineering $438 (2 sheets at $218/sheet)
Planning $219

Office of Life Safety $200

Health Dep't $75

Total Fee %932

Total Colinty Plan Review Fées " /§3308




Recommended Fees (based on the proposed amendments to the fee structure and
the recommended stormwater management Code changes):

Combined Stormwater Management Concept Plan, Stormwater Management
Development Plan and Improvement Plan:
Engineering Fee  $850 (2 sheets at $475/sheet)

Planning Fee $100 _
Office of Life Safety $200
Health Dep't 375

Total Fee $1325

*The review fee for this project will be reduced by $1983 or 60%"

. Expansion of an existing Commercial Site

This assumes the project will exceed 5000 sq. ft. and therefore be required to comply with
stormwater management regulations, but disturbs less than 1 acre to comply with §1-15.2-
5.1(B}2)(d). This project is assumed o be on public water and sewer, and is assumed to
include 3 plan sheets for Division of Permitting and Development Review, and 2 sheets for
Water and Sewer review)

Current Fees (based on fee resolution approved 7/1/10 and current plan reguirements
per the Code}:

Stormwater Management Concept Plan:
Engineering: $849
Planning: $219

Total Fee  $1088

Stormwater Management Davelopment Plan:

Engineering $1233 (3 sheets at $411/sheet
Planning $411
Health Dep't $75

Total Fee $1719

Improvement Plan
Engineering $657 (3 sheets at $219/sheet)
Planning $219
Office of Life Safety $200
Water and Sewer  $650 (2 sheets at $325/shest)
Health Dep't $75 '
Total Fee  $1801




Total County Plan review Fés

Recommended Fees (based on the proposed amendments to the fee siructure and
the recommended stormwater management Code changes);

Combined Stormwater Management Concept Plan, Stormwater
Management Development Plan and Improvement Plan:
Engineering Fee  $1425 {3 sheels at $475/sheet)

Planning Fee $100

Office of Life Safety $200

Water and Sewer $650 (2 sheets at $325/shest)
Health Dep't $78

Total Fee  $2450

Total County Plaf Review Fees ' 1§3450

“The review fee for this project will be reduced by $2138 or 47%*

3. A Single Family Home

A new home which disturbs more than 5000 sq ft but does not meet the criteria for a
standard stormwater management plan for ssngie lot residential construction, and did not
have stormwater management provided for by a prtor plan approval.

Two separate comparisons are done for this sample project. The first based on a site on
public water and sewer, the second based on a site on private well and septic. One plan
sheet to be reviewed is assumed (for water and sewer also).

a. Public Water and Sewer

Current Fees (based on fee resolution approved 7/1/10 and current Pian
requirements per the code):

Stormwater Management Concept Plan:
Engineering: $849
Planning; 3219

Total Fee  $1068

Stormwater Management Development Plan:

Engineering $411
Planning $411
Health Dep't $75

Total Fee $897

Improvement Plan
Engineering $219




Planning $219
Office of Life Safety $200
Water and Sewer $325
Health Dep’t 375

Total Fee  $1038

Recommended Fees (based on the proposed amendments fo the fee structure and
the recommended stormwater management Code changes).

Combined Stofmwater Management Concept Plan, Stormwater
Management Development Plan and improvement Plan:
Engineering Fee  $475

Planning Fee $100
.Office of Life Safety $200
Water and Sewer $325
Health Dep’t 575

Total Fee 1175

*The review fee for this project will be reduced by $1828 or 61 %*

b. Well and Septic

Current Fees (based on fee resolution approved 7/1/10 and current Plan
requirements per the code): _

Stormwater Management Concept Plan:
Engineering: $840
Planning: $219

Total Fee  $1068

Stormwater Management Development Plan:

Engineering 5411
Planning $411
Health Dep't $75

Total Fee  $897

fmprovement Plan
Engineering $219
Planning $219
Office of Life Safety $200




Health Dep't 875
Total Fee %713

Total County Plan review ke $2678
Recommended Fees (based on the proposed amendments to the fee structure and
the recommended Stormwater management Code changes):

Combined Stormwater Management Concept Plan, Stormwater Management
Development Plan and Improvement Plan:
Engineering Fee  $475

Planning Fee $100
Office of Life Safety $200
Health Dep't $75

Total Fee  $850
Total County Plan Review Fees. 1 $850
*The review fee for this project will be reduced by $1828 or 68%*

4. Utility Extension Project : o
A utiiity project which does not increase impervious area (water and sewer, Allegheny
Power, road widening or repair project). This project assumes it is performed in an area on
public water and sewer. Includes 2 sheets reviewed by DPDR and 3 sheets reviewed by
Water and Sewer.

Current Fees (based on fee resolution approved 7/1/10 and current Plan
requirements per the cods):

Stormwater Management Concept Plan:
Engineering: $849
Planning: $219

Total Fee  $1068 .

Stormwater Management Development Plan:

Engineering $822 (2 sheets at $411)
- Planning $411
Health Dep't $75

Total Fee $1308

Improvement Plan

Engineering $438 (2 sheets at $219/sheet)
Planning $219
Office of Life Safety $200

Water and Sewer  $975 (3 sheets at $325)




Health Dep't $75
Total Fee  $1907

Total Cotinty Plan feview Fees

Recommended Fees (based on the proposed amendments fo the fee structure and
the recommended Stormwater management Code changes):

Combined Stormwater Management Concept Plan, Stormwater
Management Development Plan and Improvement Plan:

Engineering Fee  $950 (2 sheets at $475)

Planning Fee $100

Office of Life Safety $200

Water and Sewer  $975 (3 sheets at $325)

Health Dep’t $75

TotalFee  $2300

PN

Total Gotnty Plan Rev

*The review fee for this project will be reduced by $1983 or 46%"

Fee Reduction Summary

Typical Project Type Current Proposed | Fee Reduction
| Fee Fee %
Common D/W $3308 $1325 60%

Commercial Expansion $4588 $2450 A47%

Single Family Home (W/S) $3003 $1175 61%

Single Family Home (Well and 32678 $850 68%
Septic)

Utility Extension Project $4238 $2300 46%

The combination of plan types (and therefore review {ees) ffom 3 reviews to 1, along with the
‘elimination or reduction of planning review fees, and the reduction of per sheet engineering

review fees causes a reduction of approximately 50% to 60% in review costs for these sample
projects.




THE EFFEC?IVE DATE OF THIS ORDINANCE IS ‘ » 2611

ORDINANCE NO.

RE: 2011 EXTENSION OF CERTAIN DEVELOPMENT
APPROVAL PERIODS AND DEADLINES

PREAMBLE ANi) LEGISEATIVE FINDINGS

WHEREAS, on July 25, 2009, the Board of County Commissioners of Frederick
County (“BOCC” or “Board”) adopted Ordinance No. 0925527, entitled “Extension of
Certain Development Approval Periods and Deadline %inafter referred 1o as the

“2409 Extension Ordinance”™); and

WHEREAS, the BOCC finds that th jiat
on segments of Frederick Comty S economy, 1He

WHEREAS, the process ofglitainiy i mimission and Board of
Appeals approvals for deveiopment aludiz
; ;atinues to be time

=ntal entities; and

provision includes speciiie “ﬁndmg language; and
WHEREAS, the Frederick County Planning Commission held a duly advertised
public hearing regarding this Ordinance on , 2011, and recommended
of this Ordinance to the BOCC; and

WHEREAS, the BOCC held a duly advertised public hearing regarding this
Ordinance on , 2011, during which the public had an opportunity to comment
on the Ordinance. ' :



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ENACTED AND ORDAINED BY THE BOARD
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND, as
follows:
Section I Definitions.

Tn this Ordinance, unless the context indicates otherwise, all terms shall havé the
sarpe meaning as provided in the Frederick County Code and Article 66B of the -
Maryland Annotated Code.

Section II. Effect of This Ordinance.

This Ordinance temporarily modifies the application of certain provisions of the
Frederick County Code, including Chapters 1-10, 1-15.2, 1-16, 1-19 and 1-20, to exten&
the following for an additional three (3) years: (A) the approval periods and deadlines
extended by the 2009 Extension Ordinance; and (B) the current approval periods and
deadlines for the Approvals (described below in Section 111 of this Ordinance) received
during the period of time after the adoption of the 2009 Extension Ordinance (July 25,
2009) up to and including ﬁhe effective date of this Ordinance.

Section [IL Approvals

This Ordinance applies to the following (collectively referred to as “Approvals”).

Preliminary Plans

Site Plans ‘

AG Cluster Concept Plans

Planned Industrial/Commercial Development Concept Plans
Miged-Use Development Phase I Concept Plans

Plarmed Unit Development Phase I Justifications

Planmed Unit Development Phase IT Plan Developments
Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance

Subdivision Plat Applications(including but not Hmited fo minor
subdivisions, addition plats, and correction plats)

Special Exceptions

s Variances

9@@0698@9

]



o Improvement Plans'

Section IV, Codification unnecessary.

Due to the self-limiting nature of this Ordinance, it will not be codified in the |
Frederick County Code but nevertheless shall have the full force and effect of law as if |
published in the Frederick Couniy Code.

Section V. Application.

This Ordinance shall .#ppiy to those Approvals that were: (&) active and valid on
January 1, 2011; (b) granted or became effective between January 1, 2011 and the
effective date of this Ordinance; or {c) eligible for the 3-year extension provided under
the 2009 Extension Ordinance. This Ordinance shall not apply to Approvals that were
granted or became effective after the effective date of this Ordinance.

AND BE IT FURTHER ENACTED AND ORDAINED THAT, the effective

date of this Ordinanéé is , 2011,

The undersigned hereby certifies that this Ordinance was approved and adopted

onthe  dayof , 2011,

ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF FREDERICK. COUNTY, MARYLAND

Barry L. Stanton Blaine R. Young

County Manager President

" This Ordinance does not and cannot extend approvals of improvement plans wader the jurisdiction of non-
County agencies (i.e., Soil Conservation District).

3



DHCD TRAINING SEMINAR

Commercial Provisions of the 2009 1ECC

The Maryland Energy Administration, in conjunction with the State Of Maryland
Codes Administration, will be offering a specially designed presentation discussing
the 2009 International Energy Conservation Code — and — ANS!/ASHRE/IESNA
Standard 90.1-2007 Energy Standards. This seminar will provide an overview of
the core concepts of the 2009 International Energy Conservation Code (IECC) as
they apply to commercial buildings along with key aspects of the ASHRE Standard
90.1-2007.

All registered attendees will be awarded a certificate and six (6) continuing
education units {ceu’s) for each seminar attended. Ali seminars are free of charge,
and a code book, work book, and all necessary instructional materials will be
given to each attendee free of charge. A free continental breakfast will be offered
beginning at 7:30am, the seminar will begin promptly at 8:30am, a free full lunch
will be offered at noon, and the seminar will end at 3:30pm. Registration for all
seminars must be accomplished electronically from the codes administration web
page - www.mdcodes.org - where you will select a seminar date and location of
your choice. Attendance is limited at all locations — so please register early.

Upecoming Code Lynx Training Dates & Locations

Training Name Location Date

Dr. James Forrest Career &
Commercial Provisions of the [Technology Center, 24005 [Feb 15 2011 8:30AM -
2009 IECC Point LookOut Road, 3:30PM

[eaonardtown, Md.

. .. Talbot County Community
Commercial Provisions of the
2009 IECC Center, Route 50 at Easton

Airport, Easton, MD 21601
Hagerstown Community
Commercial Provisions of the {College, 11400 Robinwood  [Mar 23 2011 8:30AM -
2009 IECC Drive, Hagerstown, Maryland |3:00PM

21742

Feb 23 2011 8:30AM -
3:30PM

If you have any questions please call Jim Magliano (410)514-7216.



